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m „.-wh-, t Version " f l™™*** Claims 
^Amended) A************-*""******'*** 

foodstuff for preparation of the food product;!, and] 

species potentially present in the food product!, and]; 

of genomic materia, for eachof [a] the plurality of said target spec.es; 

pro perties; 

|ir ^*^M*imMi****'** u '* 

[such that said materia! hybridi.es at loci of said array, to simultaneously detect genomic 
7. CANCELED. 
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M.CIW- Amended) A testing method fi^foQd^^lifi^d£EQ£ e i§i2£. com P r ' s " 1 ^ Ste ^ S °^ 

preparing an array having plurahty of probes direct to targe, sequences of each of a 
prepoiu e ^ secies include species affecting 

defined plurality of different target species wherein the target species inciu 

quality or processing of a food product; 

preparing asanas of the foodproduc, whereint»e step of preparing a sample inches 
extracting DNA Son, the sample, Muding sequent of me species present » the sample.!,, 

t^gmeertracWDNAv^aPCRprotc^^^ 

target species;[, and] 

hybridizing the amplified DNA to the probes on the array; [and] 

the sample; [such mat the distribution c„ab,es effective adjustment of said p—.] 
■ )nrm| . .... »,. T „. distribution in a database; and 
B jn ia gJ ! e J a a ^^ 

J 

pro perties, \ 
processing. 

15. CANCELED. > , 

16. CANCELED. 
26 (NEW) 

group comprising smell, texture, organoleptic properties, and taste. 
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27 . (NEW) The method of claim 1, whereto the memod furmer comprises correlating the 
output distribution with processing conditions. 

28 (NEW) ^^0^21,^^^^^^ 

29 (NEW) ^^^0H^U,^^^^ Mei 
from the group comprising smeli, texture, organoiepttc properties, and taste. 

. ^ .iwwi of claim 14 wherein the method further comprises correlating 
30. (NEW) The testing method ot claim it, ™« 

the output distribution with processing conditions. 

„ (NEW) T^-^^^^^T^^ 
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REMARKS 

T.ependingFina.Office Action addresses Cain* .-9, ,4-2., and 23-25 of 

, ,• i nn A 14 tn better define the claimed invention, 
ttedaim, AppUoan.hereinamerAc.amslandU.obetterdefin 

Additional* by this an— Appiican. a!so adds new olanns 26-3, and cance.s 7, 
, ., ^.d^landHareamendedtoreciteftestepsofforminganoutput 

page 2, ,» paragraph. »es 2 P» *P ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ve properties of danns 1 and 14, mts can ^ foimd on 

P liLU"— .prise— .•.«*«— IT— 73 

„ ^rtforthesoamendmentsoanbefoundonpagei 1» paragraph, lme 10. 

amendments can be found on page 6, 3 paragraph line 
been added by these amendments. 

The Examiner rejects claims 14, 17-AJ, ana zj ^ , . , , 01 

, • ZZZJ* U.S. Pa.en«No. 6,057,100. Tire Examiner aiso rejects darms 14-2, 

quests reconsideration and withdrawal of .he rejections under HeynecRer. 
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Claim 14 is now amended to recite the steps of forming an output distribution 
representative of eachof the plurality of target species, stormg the output distnbu.on m a 

'ntativeoutp*^^^ 

C^Heyneckerfailstoteachor ^p^of^^^ 
the mining of the database. 

For the same reasons that Heynecker faiU to satisfy the requirements of claim K 
Appbcan. respectful* submits ma. claims 15-21 and 23-25 are also no, anticipated or rendered 

Bruckner-Ua et al., Bergeron et al., Nakayama e, al., and Tauxe, as sugges 

* conclusion, Heynecker fails to meet aU of the limitations of Ure claimed — 
pariculariybecausoHeyneckerdoesnotd^^ 

disclose or teach a,, of the 

to, me Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejections under Heynecker. 

■ . . , 0 M 21 and 23-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
TheExaminerreiectsclaimsl-9, 14-ii wan ^ »> 

reconsideration and withdrawal of me rejections under Megerle. 
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iu P oerle The examiner pointed out, in the prior Office Action 

IZdon^info^on^oo^^ However, Applicant restful* contend - 

u-ri. teaches a "communications nework. . .used to alert remote personnel to the toat of 
Megerle teaches a comm a iol Meserle fails to teach or suggest 
BWA's [biological warfare agents]" (see column 4, tales 8-10). Megerle ^ ^ 

,4 App.icantrespectM.ysubmitu.atclaimsa-,, 15-2, and 23-25 are also no, an^ed or ^ 
^delbviousbyMegerle. Since Megerle fails to disclose * invent** ^ 

Examiner. 

^conelasion.Meger.efails.omeetaUofu.elmuuaonsof.hec^mvendon, 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejections under Megerle. 

anticipatedbyBalch.U.S.PatentNo. 6,083,763. ^"^^^ ^ 
and 2 -25 u«ler 35 U.S.C. , .03(a) as being * <- 35 °f * '° *~ * 

n 20 and 23-25 in view of Megerie (U.S. Patent 5,874,046), Anderson, Bruckner-Ua e, * 

rejections under Balch. 
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Cairns 1 and 14 are now amended to recite the step of W «• *— * ""■ fc " 

ot rnIgtheda«»base to correlate fte^veou^dis^on.pre^veofeachof 

riLXdisn^^^ 

For the same reasons uta, Balch faiU to satis* the amended limitation to claims . and .4, 
Ap pUcan«re S peo«tu.lysubn 1 i, ta tclanns2-9, ,5-21 and 23-25 are also no, anticipated „, 

(1997), as suggested by the Examiner. 
"Lnon.o^^^. BecanseBaicndoesno.d.sCoseorte.n 

*«.«^>^^^"^*~ 

and withdraw the rejections under Balch. 

Rejeaims under 3SU.S.C.S U2, r'paragrvh .^^.^ 
Ciai.lis^endcatereci.etha.^egenomicma.erialftomtnep.ural^ ftarget 

eliminate the language objected to by the Exanuner. 

Applicant hereby adds claims 26 and 28 to depend from claim 1 to further define the 
claimed lunology in claim 1 . Claim 26 recites "the ^native properhes are selected Horn 
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component, flavor potential, and shelf-life." 

eltaunate the language objected to by the Examiner. 

o„ m pri S bgsnell, te xmre,org m olepticprop«ne S ,a J1 d«as tt . 
component, flavor potential, and shelf-fife." 

Apphcant beheves these amendments satisfy * of fce Examine* concern. The Examrner 
kMly asked to reconsider and withdraw these rejecbons. 
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For all of the foregoing reasons, Applicant submits that claims 1-6, 8-9, 14, 17-21 and 
23-3 1 are now in condition for allowance, and respectfully request a notice of allowance for 
these claim, Inthe event that the amendments and remarks are not deemed to overcome the 
grounds for rejection, the Examiner is kindly requested to telephone the undersigned 
representative to discuss any remaining issues. 



Respectfully submitted, 

NUTTER, McCLENNEN & FISH, LLP 



Date:__Jim^Q02 Tram Anh Nguyen CT 

Reg. No. 47,257 
Agent/Attorney for Applicant 



One International Place 
Boston, MA 02110-2699 
Tel: (617)439-2734 
Fax:(617)310-9734 
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